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SECTION I 
TRANSCRIPT 
REPORTERS CERTIFICATE 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
I, DOROTHY L. TRIPP, C.S.R., do hereby 
certify: 
That I am one of the Official Court Reporters 
of the Third District Court of the State of Utah. 
That on Wednesday, May 19, 1993, and Monday, 
June 7, 1993, I reported the testimony and proceedings, 
to the best of my ability on said date in the above-
entitled matter, presided over by the Honorable Tyrone 
E. Medley, a Judge in the Third District Court of Salt 
Lake County, State of Utah; and that the foregoing 
pages, numbered from 1 to 8, inclusive, contain a full, 
true and correct account of said proceedings of Order 
to Show Cause and Motion to the best of my 
understanding, skill and ability on said dates. 
Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this ^ 7 day 
of August, 1993. 
iyi^/l^t^1 />^ 
Dorothy L. Tplpp, C.S.R. 
Official Court Reporter 
License No. 00074-1801-8 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
# # # * # 
ROD C. SLATER 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
STATE OF UTAH 
Defendant• 
Transcript of: 
Order to Show 
Cause 
and 
Motion 
Case No. 920903097 CV 
O^ ^L* L^? ^/ ^f 
The above-entitled cause of action came on 
regularly for hearing before the Honorable Tyrone E. Medley, 
a Judge of the Third Judicial District Court of the State 
of Utah, at Salt Lake County, Utah, on Wednesday, May 19, 
1993, and Monday, June 7, 1993, at 9:00 a.m. 
APPEARANCES 
For the Plaintiff: 
*169 So. 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
For the Defendant: 
ROD C. SLATER 
Pro Se 
5075 Wcot 1700 South tt5Q 
Woot Valloy City, Utah 
CAROL VERDOIA 
Asst. Attorney General 
120 North 200 West 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
*N0TE: See page 8-B, 
1 WEDNESDAY, MAY 1 9 , 1 9 9 3 9;QQ A,M, 
2 P R O C E E D I N G S 
3 THE COURT: The next matter on the calendar is 
4 the matter of Rod C. Slater vs. State of Utah, case No. 
5 92090 3097. Counsel? 
6 MR. SLATER: I am Rod Slater, plaintiff pro se, 
7 Your Honor, and I am here in response to the Court's 
8 Order that I show cause why I didn't pursue this matter 
9 since I filed the action some time ago. 
10 THE COURT: Go ahead. 
11 MR. SLATER: I would like to explain, I have 
12 been pondering for several weeks whether to submit a 
13 Motion for Summary Judgment or rather than do that to 
14 submit a Motion to Dismiss. I know from personal 
15 experience it is very difficult to win those cases when 
16 you are filing pro se. 
17 So if it is agreeable to Ms. Verdoia, who is 
18 the Assistant AG in this matter representing the state, I 
19 received her order just a few days ago and I had to work 
20 over the weekend. I wasn't able to prepare a Motion to 
21 Dismiss before today, but I have it prepared now to 
22 dismiss without prejudice. 
23 THE COURT: Mr. Slater, this is what I am going 
24 to require of you, sir. I will require you to file the 
25 Motion to Dismiss giving proper and timely notice to the 
*Note: See correction on page 8-A. 
1 State of Utah consistent with the Rules of Procedure, and 
2 I will rule on that motion at that time. I don't have 
3 the case file in front of me at this point. So I am 
4 somewhat handicapped. I just know that time is passed 
5 and no action has been taken on this case and so I want 
6 you to file your motion with the proper notification to 
7 the state in this case. 
8 MR. SLATER: Okay, sir. I needed a little 
9 assistance. I didn't know whether I could file it now 
10 with the Clerk's Office this morning and I was certain it 
11 wouldn't reach the Court in time for this hearing, so are 
12 you saying now I have — 
13 THE COURT: I will give you ten days from today 
14 to get that taken care of. 
15 I * * * * * 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
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22 
23 
24 
25 
MONDAY. JUNE 7. 1993 9;QQ A.M. 
P R O C E E D I N G S 
THE COURT: Let's go to the No. 2 matter on the 
calendar, Slater vs. State of Utah, case No. 920903097. 
VOICE: Carol Verdoia on behalf of the state. 
THE COURT: Mr. Slater? 
MR. SLATER: Yes, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Mr. Slater, this is your Motion to 
Dismiss, sir? 
MR. SLATER: Yes, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Is there anything else you want to 
add other than what is stated in the written pleadings 
that I have had a chance to read? 
MR. SLATER: No, I think it is sufficient in my 
Motion to Dismiss, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Ms. Verdoia. 
MS. VERDOIA: I guess the only thing I would 
ask in a situation like this, do you normally dismiss 
without prejudice or — 
THE COURT: In this particular situation, I 
would be dismissing the matter with prejudice. 
MS. VERDOIA: That is what I would have 
requested. 
THE COURT: Mr. Slater. 
MR. SLATER: Well, Your Honor, I request that 
3 
it be dismissed without prejudice because I feel I was 
very sincere in filing this action and justified in 
filing this action, rather than just let the Court 
dismiss it as so many were here on the 19th — 
THE COURT: Let me ask you this question, Mr. 
Slater. I think this gets to the heart of the issue. 
This is your lawsuit and you are asking the Court to 
dismiss it, correct? 
MR. SLATER: That is correct. 
THE COURT: And what I am understanding from 
your request to have it dismissed at this time, Mr. 
Slater, is simply that you don't intend to re-file this 
case, do you? 
MR. SLATER: I don't intend to re-file this 
action, this particular action now, but it could be 
possibly a similar action some time in the future. As I 
mentioned in the motion, it is because of my income and I 
don't seek any further assistance from the state at this 
time. And I'd just like to say, Your Honor, that — 
THE COURT: Mr. Slater, this is the point I am 
trying to get at and this is really not that complicated. 
You are asking the Court to dismiss this claim today, 
correct? 
MR. SLATER: Correct. 
THE COURT: Are you telling me that at some 
4 
future date you think you intend to bring this claim 
again? This exact claim, not something that may happen 
in the future, but this claim? 
MR. SLATER: There is a possibility that the 
same kind of action could be filed later if the state and 
the case workers for the state were to take a similar 
action against me in the future. 
THE COURT: But that would be some future event 
and not this particular date alleged in the claim that is 
filed in this particular case. That would be some future 
event, correct? 
MR. SLATER: That is correct. 
MS. VERDOIA: And Mr. Slater won't be 
prohibited from filing an action based on a future claim. 
THE COURT: That is the point I am getting at. 
The dismissal with prejudice, Mr. Slater, doesn't mean 
that you can't bring some future claim at a future date. 
It doesn't preclude you from access to the court for 
future events. 
MR. SLATER: The same kind of action is 
judicial review of an administrative order. That is what 
the original petition was. 
THE COURT: I understand, Mr. Slater, but the 
dismissal with prejudice does not operate as a bar for 
you to bring some future event, sir. 
5 
1 MR. SLATER: I would like to add, Your Honor, 
2 that I felt that since so many of these are dismissed out 
3 of hand, that the Court may feel, as I saw in your Order 
4 to Show Cause hearings on the 19th, that there are so 
5 many of them dismissed that it would appear that some of 
6 these suits may be filed frivolously. I don't consider 
7 this a frivolous suit and I don't want the Court to 
8 consider that and that is why I filed the Motion to 
9 Dismiss. 
10 THE COURT: Mr. Slater, your impressions are 
11 mistaken. When you appeared at the Order to Show Cause 
12 calendar, when those cases were dismissed for the 
13 parties' failure to appear, I passed no judgment 
14 whatsoever on the merits of the claims of those lawsuits. 
15 It is just the mere fact that the parties did not 
16 prosecute the action. 
17 So this case today, as I indicated, is 
18 dismissed. It is dismissed with prejudice. That does 
19 not operate as a bar for you having access to the courts 
20 for any future event that may or may not take place. 
21 MR. SLATER: If I may just add one final 
22 thought to present, Your Honor. When I called your 
23 office to file a Notice of Motion to get the date, I 
24 asked about that very thing from your secretary or one of 
25 the staff members in your office, if those cases that 
were dismissed on the Show Cause day that I appeared, I 
asked if those were dismissed with or without prejudice 
and I was told that the vast majority of those are 
dismissed without prejudice. So I feel, Your Honor, that 
if I hadn't even appeared, it is quite possible this 
could have been dismissed without prejudice; and then I 
filed the motion to do it sincerely and in the best 
interest. I know there is a little more paperwork 
involved, but — 
THE COURT: Well, the ruling is standing, Mr. 
Slater, because as you indicated, the only opportunity 
that you would have that you are even considering is some 
future event. And as I indicated to you, you are not 
precluded from filing some future action based on a 
future event. You are not precluded. And so for that 
reason, Mr. Slater, I am going to dismiss the matter and 
this particular case will be dismissed with prejudice. 
That doesn't mean that your claim was non-meritorious. 
It simply means that we are putting an end to this 
particular claim that is contained in this particular 
file, not anything in the future. 
MR. SLATER: Okay, thank you, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Slater. 
MS. VERDOIA: Would you like me to prepare an 
Order? 
7 
THE COURT: Please. 
MS. VERDOIA: Thank you, Your Honor. 
NOTE: In reviewing page 1 of the Transcript, Appellant submits 
the following correction regarding one phrase found on line 19 ". .re-
ceived her order just a few days ago . ." The Paragraph between lines 
17 and 22 reads as follows: (MR. SLATER): So if it is agreeable to 
Ms. Verdoia, who is the Assistant AG in this matter representing the 
state, I received her order just a few days ago and I had to work over 
the weekend. I wasn't able to prepare a Motion to Dismiss before to-
day, but I have it prepared now to dismiss without prejudice. 
Appellant does not recall saying, ". . I received fher order1 
just a few days ago . ." because such a statement would be inaccurate, 
since Appellant had received nothing from counsel for the Respondents 
at that point in the proceedings other than the Answer to Petition, 
filed 6/22/92. 
Appellant, in an attempt to explain to Judge Medley certain re-
cent events in the case, and apparently trying to do so too quickly, 
simply misspoke in saying "her order." Appellant was actually re-
ferring to the Court Order, "just a few days ago . ." since the Order 
to Show Cause was dated 5/7/93 and the hearing in question was held 
12 days later on 5/19/93. 
This notation of correction, however, is somewhat ironic. Actu-
ally the final Order of the Court, which is being challenged in this 
appeal, was submitted for the record by counsel for the Respondents, 
a copy of which was sent to Appellant. (See lines 24, 25 on page 7 
of the Transcript, followed by acknowledgments on lines 1,2 of p. 8). 
-8-A-
NOTE: Appellant telephoned Dorothy Tripp (Court Reporter) and 
told her about the error in Appellant's address on the cover page 
of the Transcript. 
Ms. Tripp explained that it had to be a typo because she had 
Appellant's correct address on file. It was agreed that Appellant 
would make the correction as noted on the cover page. 
-8-B-
SECTION II 
COURT ORDER, Filed 6/9/93 
Third j^ihciu* ^strict 
JUN 9 1993 
p^ L*ul LAXL CO J»\ |"V 
Asepuiy Xsrk 
JAN GRAHAM #1231 
Utah Attorney General 
CAROL L. C. VERDOIA #5049 
Assistant Attorney General 
Human Services Division 
Attorneys for Office of 
Family Support 
120 North 200 West, 4th Floor 
P.O. Box 1980 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110-1980 
Telephone: (801) 538-4660 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ROD C. SLATER, 
Petitioner, 
vs. 
STATE OF UTAH, 
DEPT. OF HUMAN SERVICES, 
OFFICE OF FAMILY SUPPORT, 
CINDY HAAG, DIRECTOR, and 
CHRIS MEGALONAKIS, H.E.A.T. 
SUPERVISOR, et al., 
Respondents. 
ORDER 
Civil No. 920903097CV 
Judge Tyrone E. Medley 
Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss came before this Court on June 
7, 1993. Petitioner, Rod C. Slater, pro se, was present. 
Respondents were represented by their counsel, Carol L. C. Verdoia, 
Assistant Attorney General. The Court, having reviewed the file, 
having considered Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss and heard the 
argument of the parties on said Motion, and upon being advised in 
the premises, now makes the following Order: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss is 
granted and the action herein is dismissed with prejudice. 
DATED this / day of ^Ij,^^^ , 1993. 
7A/93 
,A 
TYRONE E. MEDLE 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the —J day of June, 1993, I caused 
to be mailed, postage prepaid, a copy of the foregoing ORDER to the 
following: 
Rod C. Slater 
169 South 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Petitioner Pro Se 
^^r^'-^ SrS&
 f 7^ 
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SECTION III 
MOTION TO DISMISS, Filed 5/20/93 
ROD C. SLATER, pro se 
169 So. 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
(801) 534-0295 
^ • v " COURT 
Kw» 4 so fH f93 
6X 
i STRICT 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ROD C. SLATER, 
Petitioner, 
vs. 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Dept. of Human Services, 
Office of Family Support, 
CINDY HAAG, Director, and 
CHRIS MEGALONAKIS, H.E.A.T. 
Supervisor, et al. , 
Respondents. 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
CIVIL No. 920903097CV 
JUDGE: TYRONE E. MEDLEY 
Petitioner in the above-entitled action moves the Court to 
dismiss this case based on the following: 
1. When this action was originally filed, shortly after 
having open heart surgery, Petitioner was uncertain 
of his ability to resume work and maintain a steady 
income. If not, he would have to rely, at least to 
some extent, on other sources such as subsistence 
from the H.E.A.T. program. However, the past sev-
eral months seem to indicate that Petitioner can 
continue working and earning enough to avoid further 
assistance at this time. 
2. Nevertheless, Petitioner feels that he was justified 
in requesting relief as stated in his original Peti-
-1-
tion to this Court filed on June 1, 1992. But all too 
often a just cause, based on sound principles, is for-
saken in lieu of expediency, or for monetary reasons 
(the value of a case monetarily), both of which hold 
considerable weight in litigation. (For a comprehen-
sive study of many issues which closely relate to the 
matter at hand, see BOLES v. EARL, 601 F. Supp. 737 (1985) 
Based on the foregoing reasons and also considering 
the heavy case-load of the Courts, your Petitioner 
respectfully moves that this case be dismissed without 
prejudice pursuant to Rule 7(b)(1) of the Utah Rules 
of Civil Procedure. 
DATED this 18th day of May, 1993, 
JATER 
Petitioner, pro se 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing MOTION TO DISMISS by first-class mail, postage prepaid, 
to: CAROL L.C. VERDOIA 
Assistant Attorney General 
Counsel for Respondents 
120 North 200 West, 4th Floor 
P.O. Box 1980 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110-1980 
£e. *?, DATED this jfj? ^ day of May, 1993, 
-2-
NOTICE OF MOTION 
To: CAROL L.C. VERDOIA, Attorney for Defendants. 
Please take notice that the foregoing Motion will be heard 
on Monday, June 7, 1993, at the hour of 9:00 A.M. , before the 
Honorable Tyrone E. Medley, located in the District Court Build-
ing, Room 403, 240 East 400 South, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
DATED this > ? P ^ day of May, 1993 
I O T ^ A m TT1T> ^rf""*^  ROP CC SKATER-*" 
Petitioner, pro se 
169 So. 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
-3-
SECTION IV 
ANSWER TO PETITION, Filed 6/22/93 
PILED 
DiST°'C- COURT 
R. PAUL VAN DAM (3312) 
Utah Attorney General 
CAROL L. C. VERDOIA (5049) 
Assistant Attorney General 
Human Services Division 
Attorneys for Office of 
Family Support 
120 North 200 West, 4th Floor 
P.O. Box 1980 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110-1980 
Telephone: (801) 538-4660 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR 
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ROD C. SLATER, 
ANSWER TO 
Petitioner, : PETITION 
vs. : 
STATE OF UTAH, : 
DEPT. OF HUMAN SERVICES, 
OFFICE OF FAMILY SUPPORT, : Civil No. 920903097CV 
CINDY HAAG, DIRECTOR, and 
CHRIS MEGALONAKIS, H.E.A.T. : Judge James S. Sawaya 
SUPERVISOR, et al., 
Respondents. 
Respondents, by and through their counsel, Carol L. C. 
Verdoia, Assistant Attorney General, hereby answer the numbered 
paragraphs contained in the Petition for Judicial Review of 
Administrative Order, pages 3-4, as follows: 
1. The allegations in paragraph 1 are denied. 
2. The allegations in paragraph 2 are denied. 
3. The allegations in paragraph 3 are denied. 
^ > 
.:«ry 
/'•--LTY CLERK 
4. The allegations in paragraph 4 are denied. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The Petitioner fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted by this Court. 
DATED this 22—1 daY o f June, 1992-
CAROL L. C. VERDOIA 
Assistant Attorney General 
Attorney for Respondents 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the ^P^^day of June, 1992, I caused 
to be mailed, postage prepaid, a copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO 
PETITION to the following: 
Rod C. Slater 
169 South 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Petitioner Pro Se 
Cas^i z£. C> [JJLAJJH^ 
.C7-.7JFYTKATTU:3l3A',r-:SC'. V • •• 
r
 'ic.-^L DOCUK r^r u T IE ;N T;:E T:;;, -> 
:Tr.:ci COURT, SALT LAKE GO'J::IY, 
1
 ^ 0 ^ ^ ^ Z9 9-? 
2 
SECTION V 
NOTICE OF APPEAL, Filed 7/8/93 
ROD C. SLATER, prose 
169 So. 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
(801) 534-0295 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT 
OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
FOR THE STATE OF UTAH 
ROD C. SLATER, 
Petitioner-Appellant, 
vs. 
STATE OF UTAH, 
Dept. of Human Services, 
CINDY HAAG, Director, and 
CHRIS MEGALONAKIS, H.E.A.T. 
Supervisor, etal., 
Defendant-Respondents. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Civil No. 920903097CV 
COMES NOW, Petitioner and Appellant, to hereby give notice 
that he appeals to the Utah Court of Appeals the final Order of 
the Hon. Tyrone E. Medley entered in the above-entitled matter 
on June 9, 1993. This Notice of Appeal is filed pursuant to 
Rule 3(a) and Rule 4(a) of the Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure 
DATED this day of July, 1993, 
ATfil? 
P e t i t i o n e r - A p p e l l a n t , p r o s e 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL by first-class mail, postage prepaid, 
to: CAROL L.C. VERDOIA 
Assistant Attorney General 
Counsel for Respondents 
120 North 200 West, 4th Floor 
P.O. Box 1980 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110-1980 
DATED this ^f~~^ day of July, 1993, 
-2-
SECTION VI 
DOCKET REPORT, Dated 7/22/93 
THIRD DISTRICT COURT - SLC 
Case : 920903097 CV Civil 
Case Title: 
SLATER, ROD C VS STATE OF UTAH 
THURSDAY JULY 22, 19 9 3 
4:36 PM 
Filing Date: 06/01/92 
Judge: TYRONE E. MEDLEY 
Party..: ATP Atty for Plaintiff 
Name...: 
Home Phone.: (801) 534-0295 
SLATER, ROD C 
169 SOUTH 900 EAST #4 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84102 
Party. 
Name.. 
ATD Atty for Defendant 
VERDOIA, CAROL 
12 0 NORTH 2 00 WEST 
4TH FLOOR PO BOX 198 0 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 841101980 
06/01/92 Case filed on 06/01/92 ==> Civil LLK 
CV FILING LLK 
921070262 Civil filing fee received 75.00 LLK 
06/09/92 FILED: SUMMONS ON RETURN (SERVED STATE OF UTAH C/O H.E.A.T.) MTF 
06/22/92 FILED: 
07/16/92 FILED: 
07/22/92 FILED: 
08/17/92 ICC 
ANSWER TO PETITION 
MOTION FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE 
NOTICE TO SUBMIT FOR DECISION 
scheduled for 09/14/92 at 1115 
05/07/93 Order to Show Cause - No. 1 
OSC scheduled for 05/19/93 at 0900 
05/20/93 ORL scheduled for 6/ 7/93 at 9:00 A 
FILED: MOTION TO DISMISS 
AJG 
AJG 
AJG 
A in room M with JSS STH 
AJG 
A in room A with TEM AJG 
in room A with TEM AJG 
AJG 
06/07/93 FILED: MINUTE ENTRY - COURT ORDERS PETITIONERS MOTION TO DISMISS STH 
GRANTED WITH PREJUDICE 
Case judgment is Other 
Case disposition is Dismissed 
06/09/93 FILED: ORDER 
07/08/93 931300202 Notice of appeal fee 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
FILED: NOTICE OF APPEAL 
FILED: UNDERTAKING BOND NO 1097678 
07/09/93 NOTE: SENT COPY OF NOTICE TO COURT OF APPEALS 
07/19/93 FILED: LETTER FROM COURT OF APPEALS NO. 930443-CA 
STH 
STH 
STH 
STH 
160.00 KAG 
KAG 
AJG 
AJG 
NIK 
NIK 
End of the docket report for this case. 
THIRD DISTRICT COURT - SLC 
Case : 920903097 CV Civil 
Case Title: 
SLATER, ROD C VS STATE OF UTAH 
THURSDAY J ULiY ZZ, lyyj 
4:36 PM 
Filing Date: 06/01/92 
Judge: TYRONE E. MEDLEY 
Cause of Action: 
Amount of Suit.: $.00 
Return Date....: 
Judgment : OT Other Date: 06/07/93 Amt: $.00 
Disposition....: D Dismissed Date: 06/07/93 
Court Set: IN-COURT CONFERENCE on 09/14/92 at 1115 A in room M with JSS 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE on 05/19/93 at 09 00 A in room A with TEM 
MOTION on 06/07/93 at 0900 A in room A with TEM 
No Tracking Activity, 
No Accounts Payable Activity. 
Transaction: 
Civil File Fee 
Civil File Fee 
Date: Cash-in Check-in Check-out Total 
06/01/92 .00 75.00 .00 75.00 
07/08/93 .00 160.00 .00 160.00 
Party..: PLA Plaintiff 
Name...: 
Home Phone.: (801) 534-0295 
SLATER, ROD C 
169 SOUTH 900 EAST #4 
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84102 
Party. 
Name.. 
DEF Defendant 
STATE OF UTAH 
SECTION VII 
LETTER TO CLERK, Dated 12/17/93 
169 So. 900 East, #4 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
December 17, 1993 
Janice Hill, Deputy Clerk 
Utah Court of Appeals 
230 South 500 East, Suite 400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 Re: Case No. 930443-CA 
Dear Ms. Hill: 
This is to explain the extended delay in filing my opening 
Appeal Brief. The second extension that I requested by Motion 
put the due date o& December 6, 1993. 
Although the draft prepared for December 6 was ready to be 
filed, a careful review revealed that far too many corrections 
were needed. In fact, the entire Brief required revisions, ad-
ditions and re-organization in order to be adequate and acceptable 
to the Court. 
Hopefully, you would agree that a legal document that is not 
well prepared is not worth submitting if it does not represent the 
litigant's best effort — particularly when the litigant happens 
to be pro se and has no one to blame but himself if his work need-
ed numerous revisions and additions to be effective. 
Appellant firmly believes that legal documents must be pre-
cisely accurate, particularly relating to authoritative quotations, 
times, dates, places, what transpired and what was said and not said, 
all of which requires good typing skills and a knowledge of correct 
punctuation. Sad to say, this litigant is too slow on the type-
writer and must constantly check his dictionary. (Spelling may 
be easy for some, but difficult for others — I belong to the latter 
group). 
Again, the only reason I can offer for this extended delay is 
my own lack of secretarial skills and the additional time required 
to carefully research the law relating to this case. I note that 
in filing this Brief on the 17th, I am 11 days overdue from the 
earlier due date. I now regret not asking for 30 days rather than 
the 20 as requested in my Motion. An attorney once told me that 
he always requested as much time as he could possibly get on any 
case he worked on, especially appeals, then added, "You never have 
enough time." 
Finally, if counsel for the Respondents might need additional 
time in preparing a response to this Brief, I am hopeful the Court 
will grant whatever time may be required by counsel for that purpose. 
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